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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following correspondence is a non-final Office Action for application 
no. 10/585,266 for a BOOK READING AID, filed on 7/5/2006. Claims 1-1 1 are 
pending. 

Priority 

2. Applicant is advised of possible benefits under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), 
wherein an application for patent filed in the United States may be entitled to the 
benefit of the filing date of a prior application filed in a foreign country. 

3. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), 
which papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

5. Claims 1-4 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Lewis (U.S. Pat. 3,674,231). 

Regarding claim 1, Lewis teaches a device (Fig. 4) including an elongate 
member (10') and two end-pieces (23, 24) which include finger portions (26, 27) 
directed inwardly towards each other at opposite ends of the elongate member, 
wherein each of said end-pieces is provided with spring means (30) and a 
support leg (1 1'-13') projects from the elongate member characterized in that 
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the elongate member includes a platform (15') which projects at opposite sides of 
said elongate member and said support leg is of elongate shape with one end 
joined to the elongate member by pivotal connection means such that the 
support leg is angularly adjustable relative to the platform (as shown in Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 2, Lewis teaches the device of claim 1, in which the 
support leg is slidably engaged with the elongate member (Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 3, Lewis teaches the device of claim 2, in which the 
elongate member includes inner and outer telescopically-engaged elements (14') 
which carry the respective end pieces and the support leg is slidably engaged 
with the outer telescopically-engaged element. 

Although claim 4 contains purely functional limitations, it is nonetheless 
rejected because Lewis teaches the device of claim 1 , in which said pivotal 
connection means is capable of allowing the support leg to be angularly adjusted 
about a rotational axis which is substantially parallel to the longitudinal direction 
of the elongate member (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Lewis teaches the device of claim 1 , in which the end 
pieces are formed as separate components which have pivotal connections (at 
29) with the elongate member. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art: are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art; to which 
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said subject matter pertains. Patentability sliall not be negatived by tlie manner in wliicli tlie 
invention was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 
148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for 
determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at 
issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

8. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lewis (U.S. Pat. 3,674,231). 

Regarding claim 10, Lewis teaches the device of claim 1 , in which the 
support leg has an opposite end (13) from the elongate element, but does not 
teach that the opposite end of the support leg is formed of or coated with a 
friction material. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to construct the invention of Lewis where the 
opposite end of the support leg is formed of or coated with a friction material 
since it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select 
a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of 
obvious design choice. 

9. Claims 1 and 4-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rickards (U.S. Pub. 2005/0035588) in view of Held (U.S. Pat. 
451,430). 
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Regarding claim 1, Ricl^ards teaches a device (Figs. 1-3, 6) including an 
elongate member (100) and two end-pieces (101, 102) which include finger 
portions (24) directed inwardly towards each other at opposite ends of the 
elongate member, wherein each of said end-pieces is provided with spring 
means (203) and the elongate member includes a platform (14) which projects at 
opposite sides of said elongate member, but does not teach a support leg 
projecting from the elongate member where said support leg is of elongate shape 
with one end joined to the elongate member by pivotal connection means. Held, 
however, teaches a book holder (Figs. 1-3) with a support leg (C) projecting from 
an elongate member (O) where said support leg is of elongate shape with one 
end joined to the elongate member by pivotal connection means (at R and S) for 
providing a book holder to support a single large book. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to 
construct the device of Rickards having a support leg projecting from the 
elongate member where said support leg is of elongate shape with one end 
joined to the elongate member by pivotal connection means in order to provide 
an adjustable stand for holding the device, in view of Held. 

Although claim 4 contains purely functional limitations, it is nonetheless 
rejected because Rickards and Held teach the device of claim 1 , in which Held 
teaches that said pivotal connection means is capable of allowing the support leg 
to be angularly adjusted about a rotational axis which is substantially parallel to 
the longitudinal direction of the elongate member (Fig. 2). 
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Regarding claim 5, Ricl^ards and Held teach the device of claim 4, in 
which Held teaches that said pivotal connection means includes a hinge 
projection (S') on the support leg which is pivotally connected to a hinge 
component (S) by means of a hinge pin (T). 

Regarding claim 6, Rickards and Held teach the device of claim 1, in 
which Held teaches that the support leg is capable of rotatably connected to the 
elongate member for rotation about an axis which is substantially perpendicular 
to the longitudinal direction of the elongate member. 

Regarding claim 7, Rickards and Held teach the device of claim 6, in 
which the support leg is capable of being rotatably connected to a slider (O') 
which is slidably engaged with the elongate member. 

Regarding claim 8, Rickards and Held teach the device of claim 1 , but do 
not teach that the support leg comprises a plurality of telescopically-engaged 
sections. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to construct the support leg of Held into separate 
parts comprising a plurality of telescopically-engaged sections since it has been 
held that constructing a formerly integral structure in various elements involves 
only routine skill in the art. Further, the provision of adjustability, where needed, 
involves only routine skill in the art. 

Regarding claim 9, Rickards and Held teach the device of claim 1 , in 
which Held teaches a mounting sleeve (B) and which is provided with a means 
for releasably attaching the sleeve to a surface (bottom of members A). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
tlie examiner sliould be directed to NKEISHA J. DUMAS wlnose teleplione 
number is (571)272-5781. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - 
Friday, 7:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on (571) 272-6843. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/NkeishaJ. Dumas/ /Anita M. King/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3632 Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3632 

May 21, 2008 



